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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is responsive to the Amendment/Arguments filed on December 12, 2007. 
Claims 1-15 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments and amendments, filed December 12, 2007, with respect 
to Claim Objections regarding informalities have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. The objections of Claims 7-10 and 12-15 have been withdrawn. 

2. Applicant's arguments and amendments, filed December 12, 2007, with respect 
to Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. The rejection of Claim 1 has been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's arguments, filed December 12, 2007, with respect to Claim 
Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 102 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

a. There is no division in Kalkunte of devices into a first side and a second 
side, where a network device is on the first side. 

Examiner asserts that Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 
CFR 1.111 (b) because they amount to a general allegation that the claims define 
a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the 
claims patentably distinguishes them from the references. Furthermore, 
Kalkunte's disclosure includes a system of devices with a first side including the 
switch fabric and ingress network switches (Kalkunte; column 3 lines 1-20 and 
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Figure 1) and a second side including the egress network switches and the 
destination devices (Kalkunte; column 3 lines 1-20 and Figure 1). 

b. There is no determination made in Kalkunte whether the destination 
address corresponds to one of the network devices. Rather, the determination is 
made whether the destination address belongs to a trunk group of trunked ports. 

Examiner asserts that a trunk group of ports inherently belongs to a 
network device. Therefore, in making a determination as to whether a 
destination address corresponds to a trunk group of ports, the determination as 
to whether the destination address corresponds to one of the network devices is 
made. 

c. Kalkunte does not teach or suggest that a determination is made whether 
the frame is for a member of a specific trunk group and a destination device 
identifier. 

Examiner asserts that as Applicant admits, the packet is forwarded to a 
destination port based on both being a member of a specific trunk group (...a 
particular trunked port of the trunk group is determined in Kalkunte and the 
incoming data packet is forwarded thereto, see page 1 1 of Applicant's Remarks 
filed December 12, 2007 and column 3 lines 1-20 of Kalkunte), the destination 
address, which is used to determine the trunk group the packet corresponds to 
(when the destination address does belong to the trunk group..., see page 1 1 of 
Applicant's Remarks filed December 12, 2007 and column 3 lines 1-20 of 
Kalkunte), and the destination value, which is used to determine the particular 
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trunked port of the trunk group the packet corresponds to (...the particular 
trunked port of the trunk group in Kalkunte is determined by calculating a hash 
value based on the source address and the destination value..., see page 1 1 of 
Applicant's Remarks filed December 12, 2007 and column 3 lines 1-20 of 
Kalkunte). 

4. Applicant's arguments, filed December 12, 2007, with respect to Claim 
Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

d. Varanasi does not cure the deficiencies of Kalkunte. 

Examiner asserts that in view of the aforementioned argument that 
Kalkunte discloses each and every limitation of Claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 , Applicant's 
argument that Varanasi does not disclose the limitations in the independent 
claims is moot. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1, 3-6, 8-11, and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0027908 A1 to Kalkunte et 
al. (hereinafter "Kalkunte"). 
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7. As to Claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 , Kalkunte discloses a method and network device 
(referenced hereinafter as the method) of handling frames in a network device, said 
method comprising: 

receiving a frame at a network device of an assembly of network devices, with 
the assembly of devices divided into a first side and a second side and the network 
device being on the first side (Kalkunte; column 2 lines 65-67, column 3 lines 1-20, and 
Figure 1, discloses receiving a frame at a network switch fabric, with a system of 
devices divided into a first side including the switch fabric and ingress network switches 
and a second side including the egress network switches and the destination devices); 

examining the received frame to determine whether the frame is destined for a 
member of a specific trunk group (Kalkunte; column 2 lines 65-67, column 3 lines 1-20, 
and Figure 1 , discloses examining the received frame to determine whether the frame is 
belongs to a specific trunk group); 

determining whether a destination device identifier for the frame corresponds to 
one of the network devices on the second side (Kalkunte; column 2 lines 65-67, column 
3 lines 1-20, and Figure 1, discloses examining the destination address of the frame to 
determine both the destination on the second side that the frame belongs to and the 
destination device associated with the trunk group on the second side that the frame 
belongs to); and 

forwarding the frame to a destination port based on being a member of the 
specific trunk group and the destination device identifier (Kalkunte; column 2 lines 65- 
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67, column 3 lines 1 -20, and Figure 1 , discloses forwarding the frame to a destination 
port based on being a member of the specific trunk group and the destination address). 

8. As to Claims 3, 8, and 1 3, Kalkunte discloses each and every limitation of claims 
1 , 6, and 1 1 . Kalkunte further discloses wherein the examining of the received frame 
comprises performing a lookup in a trunk group table (Kalkunte; column 3 lines 20-40, 
discloses examining the frame by performing a lookup in a trunk group table). 

9. As to claims 4, 9, and 14, Kalkunte discloses each and every limitation of claims 
1 , 6, and 1 1 . Kalkunte further discloses wherein the determining comprises examining 
the destination device identifier contained in a header of the frame (Kalkunte; column 3 
lines 20-40, discloses examining the destination address in the header of the frame). 

1 0. As to claims 5, 1 0, and 1 5, Kalkunte discloses each and every limitation of claims 
1 , 6, and 1 1 . Kalkunte further discloses wherein the forwarding of the frame comprises 
forwarding the frame over an interconnected Gigabit port of the network device when 
the destination port is the member of the specific trunk group and the destination device 
identifier indicates one of the network devices on the second side (Kalkunte; Figure 1, 
discloses forwarding the frame over an interconnected Gigabit port of the network 
switch fabric). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth 
in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention 
was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

12. Claims 2, 7, and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kalkunte, as applied to claims 1 , 6, and 1 1 , and in further view of U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2005/0105904 to Varanasi et al. (hereinafter "Varanasi"). 

1 3. As to Claims 2, 7, and 12, Kalkunte discloses each and every limitation of claims 
1 , 6, and 1 1 . Kalkunte does not explicitly disclose, but Varanasi discloses wherein the 
examining of the received frame comprises examining the received frame to determine 
whether the frame is destined for the member of the specific trunking group of ports 
providing connections over a high speed data port interface (Varanasi; page 6 
paragraphs 55-58, discloses examining the received frame to determine, based on the 
weighting considerations, whether the frame is destined for ports providing connections 
over higher bandwidth port interfaces). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify examining the received frame to determine whether it is 
destined for a member of a specific trunk group, as disclosed by Kalkunte, to include 
further discrimination on the speed of the ports associated with trunk group, as 
disclosed by Varanasi, in order to minimize congestion of any particular port (Varanasi; 
page 6 paragraphs 55-58). 
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Conclusion 

14. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VIVEK KRISHNAN whose telephone number is (571 ) 
270-5009. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 9:00 
AM to 5:30 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on (571) 272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/776,53 1 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2145 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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/Jason D Cardone/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2145 



